96                    TO THOMAS  CARLYLE

1834 ances (correspondents I cannot call them) at Paris; except
~ a note from Cousin asking me to do some things for him,
and the least, or shortest word of salutation from Cavaignac.
His preface to "Paris Revolutionnaire" impressed me
much as it did you. It was to me, also, a resume and
piecing together of many scattered and fragmentitious
notions gathered from his conversation. I have no doubt
of the perfect sincerity of the paper; that is, of its con-
taining the genuine views of life and human nature, which
have possessed themselves of his convictions, and by
which he steers his own course. He is accused, however,
of being much influenced by vanity, and the love of
popularity; I should have thought, without ground; had
not the most keen-sighted and penetrating discerner of
character I ever knew, drawn from opportunities of
observation at least equal to mine that very inference.
I am not much surprised at not hearing from Carrel,
as he is in such a state of persecution and harassing
from the French Government. This you will have learnt
from the Examiner.

I would say something in acknowledgment of your so
kind answer to my letter of "revelations/' but I really
cannot, just now, say anything of what I would say. I
would rather ask of you, to speak more and more freely
to me on those subjects, and unfold to me more and more
your whole mind in regard to them. I will also ask one
or two questions more. Is not the distinction between
mysticism, the mysticism which is of Truth, and mere
dreamery, or the institution of imaginations for realities,
exactly this, that mysticism may be " translated into logic " ?
I mean in the only sense in which I ever endeavour so to
translate it. You will understand what I mean. Logic
proves nothing, yet points out clearly whether and how
all things are proved. This being my creed, of course
none of my mysticism, if mysticism it be, rests on logic
as its basis, yet I require to see how it looks in the logical
dialect before I feel sure of it, and if I have any vocation
I think it is exactly this, to translate the mysticism of others
into the language of argument. Have not all things twof my acquaint-ng of the                        the
